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‘Plato’s  middle  period  theory  of  Form’  was  indeed  held  or  abandoned.  In  the  Republic, 
written  prior  to  the  Theaetetus,  knowledge  was  defined  within  the  framework  of  the 












Theaetetus Plato was  already  aware  of  the  defect  of  the  theory  of Form,  and  so  in  the 
Sophist, he adapted another new way of establishing definition—the Diaeresis.
　This is a serious problem concerning Plato’s theory of Form from the middle period to 
the  later  one.  In  this  article,  we  first  survey  recent  interpretations  of  the  Theaetetus. 
Secondly, we  focus on  the dialogue  styles and  the  simile of wrestling  in  the Theaetetus, 










the possibility  of building a  theory of knowledge without  the presupposition of ‘what  is 
（being）’,  and  he  argues  that  there  is  no  possibility  of  it  in  the Theaetetus. Thus,  Plato 
chooses the middle position between Parmenides and Protagoras-Heracletians as the simile 
of wrestling shows us.
